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The United States can't_properiv
identifyv niernauonal terrorist

ampamr——

inreats because 1S mteliigence gata.

18 widelv splitamong differentapgen-
‘' cies, a kev_dSenate ajde sald vester-

dav.
T vA kind of Chinese wall has been -

erected between [U.S.] foreign and

domestic intelligence establish-

ments,” Angelo Codevilla, an aide 10
the Senate Intelligence Commitiee
for seven years, told Washington
Times editors and reporters.

He also said that the Soviet Union
may be feeding false information 10
the United States in the form of data
monitored “through technical intel-

' ligence coliection” and stated that
. the Soviets could have been aided in
learning how 10 do that by an article

Assistant Secretaryv of State Richard .

Burt wrote in 1979, when he was a
reporter for the New York Times.

as an expert in intelligence matters

~ — said the “Chinese wall” between

‘U.S. intelligence agency data banks
is sometimes breached, and infor-
mation is exchanged when intelli-.
gence agencies learn of a specific

_case of threatened terrorism. e

-~

“But the trick is discovering that .

the case exists in the first place>he
said. “And for that, unless one wishes
10 wait until the case bursts uponyou
in some violent way, COUnter:--
_intelligence analysis is necessarys -
in order to conduct such analvsis,

. he said, intelligence analysts must
| compare all the data available from-

different sources, both foreign and
| domestiC. : ST

-“You can't do analysis or direction

! of any problem unless you have -2

_ sound common data base!” he said.

20 agencies involved, so long as aliof
them are working from the saméx

1

B Thereis nothing wrong with having
i

|

deck and with some sort of centrai«

t\ direction. In fact, there is none oz -
. . T

that.”

| Hegavethe hypothetical example

~ of a U.S. citizen who might travel 10
' Mexmco 1o engage in planning terror-
' ist activines. Because of legal ton-
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straints on domestic intelligence-
gathering agencies, the FBI might
not have been able to open an inves-
tigation Into the person. Likewise,
the Central Intelligence Agency
might have no reason to connect the
rip to terrorist activity. As a result,
no specific «case” would be opened.

“Two sets of activities — here n
the United States and in Mexico City
— by this one individual, if put indi-
cate the existence of a case;” he said.
“But the case won't be noticed
because it is not possible for the two
{agencies) 1o get wgether” ’

Mr. Codevilla said he would' not -

: recommend merging the two agen-
~ cies. o
wWhat is needed is one place
where all of the data from all of the
agencies can be looked at from the
perspective of counter-intelligence
. and coumer-terrorism." he said.
" wBut it isn't done, for bureaucratic
reasons.” . - o
He cited the case of possible com-
' promise of National Security
Agency intelligence gathering as an-

" example of a situarion 1 which the

- 'mtelligencé bureaucracy has been

rejuctant 10 closely examine its own
problems.

i “The NSA has invested billions in

computers and state-of-the-art sens-

ing equipmem,“ he said. “It just so

happens thal the other side knows 2
few things about that equipment and
| may well be taking advantage of that

" knowledge 10 pass on certain infor- -
{ mation 1o us in ways advantageous

10 them.” .
| The super-secret NSA is known 10
be generally responsible for captur-
-ing and analyzing through elec-
tronic means ‘foreignm

. communications data, such as that.

; sent over telephone lines, and radio
| and satellile transmissions.

-
-

“If there were a center of analysis
independent of NSA that examined
the validity of NSA sources, the wis-
dom of spending those billions

“ would be quesnoned, further

authorization for those billions

would be cast into doubt and reputa-

tions might suffer; he said. “The .

point is that NSA wants very much

10 keep NSA sources evaluated by

. NSA people” :

| " ““And this is the case with all other

intelligence agencies as well” he

said, "lt's not a guestion of national

: security; it’s 2 question of bureau-

cratic security”’

~ He suggested that there should be

. a-ceniral point of review for eval-

iuation of intelligence-agency oper-

| ations, staffed by people “who look

i at it objectively” :
“They ought t0 be independent in

\ their careers,” he said. “1t matters

 less where they are than that they

.| exist, and that they not believe that

 their further advancement ‘will
- depend upon the goodwill of the peo-
- ple whose judgment they are called
upon 1o evaluate.” - - o
Elaborating on his suggestion that
‘ the Soviets could be deliberately
- feeding data 10 NSA, Mr. Codevilla
said a series of events could have
- given an opening 10 the Soviets. -
The first was the turning over 10.

- "the Soviets of “quite 2 number of

| conversations intercepted by NSA”
and translated by British turncoat
Geoffrey Prime, convicted in 1982 of
spying for the Soviet Union. © .07
“The Soviets, ‘having - this.’
) knowledge, had good reason 10
| examine where the leak could have
| come from” he said. “They first'
'lwould have asked themselves, how "
| could these conversations have been’ .
| intercepted? o e
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